pre 
E, 


he: —_ | 
| Queſtions propounded. 
"*for Reſolution of EET 


PROTESTANTS, 


In maiter of Religion, to the Do 
Aours of the Prelaticall pp. | 
tended , reformed Crd of ” 
England. radh 461%; 


, 7 . Oueſt. Yr, every Chit. 

ſtian is nor obliged;to 
chuſe the ſafeft way, all things confi 
dered, to Salvation } 

2. Queſt, Whither that way wherbid 
both parties acknowledge , that u { 
learned men may haye poſlibility'© | 
Salyation, 1 though one 
of them ſay it be with 7.3 ecu | 
difficulty and danger, if Relartwof tie 4 
they look not well to rhe - Conſertwce'5 &'s, 
foundation, be not pru-, . $M 
dently ro be judged more afe for the | 
| unlearned, - 
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' unlearned, then that which is efteem- 


ed ſafe-by one only party; and that 
incomparably.leſsin number, but by 


theother incomparably greater party, 


which equalizes the leſs in all reſpects 
requiſite togain'credit andauthority, 
iscotaprl held to, be utterly void 

of allpoſſibility'g of Salvation-Even for 


| vileathed perſons? 


| y/ Ont. Whither this be nof the 
preſent caſe betwixt Proteſtants*and 
thoſe ofthe Roman Church, accord- 
ing-1o the acknowledgement of the 
bak. and learned(t of Rrgteſtant Au- 
thoyrs ; they, acknowledging the 


2 B.of Cant.i in 2 ſaid. poſlibility of Salva- 
of cized,, tjonfor unleatned perſons 
Frith 


 * inthe Romane,;. and the 
Romane DoRours. denying all pofl1- 
bility to unlearned Proteſtants,ſolong 
as they remain: willfully in: the Prot© 
ſabrReligion i Fm 
4. Queſt. Whither all: planet! 
ſtore: , Who are ſufficiently: in- 


3 TE nhla of ht) 15 here: Gig: , are not 
_ guilty 


* long a$Ne retains itfrom him? .. 


(13) _ 
guilty of a damnablc\negleCt of. their 
Salvation,ſo long as they remain.-Pro* 
teſtants,and refuſc robe of the ROT: 
Church? 

3. Dweft, Whichera perſon; wis 
is in quiet poſſeſſion of any Goods , 
Titles; Righgs,or Dignities, &c. rerain 
nottheright toall ſuch Goods, and is 
wrongfully deprived of thety ; fo long. 
as he neither confeſſes that he hath no 
righttothem , nor-is condemned by 
the clear ſentence of any-lawfulland 
competentjudge, of fufficienrantho- 
rity to define againſt him-, -but-ſtil 
maintaineg his cauſe ag4init his Adver- 
fary,and givesat leaſt probable anſwers 
toallthat the alledges againſt him , -arid 
pleads to be reſtored to his ancient 
poſſeſſion raken from him by. force 
and violence? And whitherhe ,. who: 
thus violcatly- rook . the. polleſſion 
from him, be not obliged in: CON, 
{cience to reſtore it to him again2,aud 
whither he proceeds. not unjultly., ſo 
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6. 2ueft, Whither this hath not 
been, within the laſt hundred and fifty 
years, and till is, the procecding of 
Proteſtants againſt the Romane 
Church , violently excluding her 
Biſhops, Paſtours, and people , from 
the quiet poſſeſſion, ofmany htindred 


| years continuance, of their Doarine ; 


Dignities, Titles, Governments,Bene- 
ices, Churches, Poſſeſhions, and fill 
retayaing them, and refuſing to reſtore 
them; thoſe of the Romane Church 
ſill claiming their right, and never ha- 
ving been condemned by any compe- 
tent and lawfull judge , not acknow- 


 ledging themſelves convinced to have 


obtained that poſſeſſion wrongfully. 
7. Sueft. Whither the quiet pol- 
ſeſſion ofmany ages , both ofthe Ea- 
fiernand Weſtern Churches, intheir 
unanimous conſent of Dodtrine and 


foninun moſt points of controverſie || 


etwixt them and Proteſtants, be not 
2 ſufficient proof to juſtifie the faid 
doarine and pradtite ; till itbe con 
wn vinced 
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(15) 
yinced clearly,evidently and undenia« 

bly , (by reaſon or authiotity) orlaw- 

fully condemned oferrour ? So that it 

vlog to Proteſtants , who arethe 

| Aggreſſours, roconvince their adver- 
| fries Of errour,and not to thoſe ofthe 
Roman , or Grecian Churches , to 
prove their Tenents by any other ar- 
gument, then that oftheir quiet, an- 
cient,and univerſall poſſcſſion,though 
_ Catholicks be upon the affirmative, 
and Proteſtants upon the negative; as 

he wha quietly poſſefles the name, 
title, armes and lands of ſuch, or ſuch a 
fargilie, hath ſufficiently proved, that 
he has rightto them, and that thiey are 
truly his, tillheeither confeſfe, thatthe 
contrary is ſufficiently proved, orthat 
| hay lawfully determined againft 


$. Queſt. Whither it is not a moſt 

_ infoleat madneſs { as St. Auguſtin. 

terms it) or an infufferable hcight of 

pride, for any Chriſtian whaclarvic to 

callin ETA moreto ou 
_—_— 
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(16) 
and-condemne as etroneous , that 
which all the viſidle Churchegin the 
-world taught and practiſed, anda'ma- 
nifeſt foolery,. to follow any teachers, 
andgivceare and belicfto them, who 


_ contradi@ the univyerſall practiſe and 


doQtine of the whole ay 
world f 

9. Qneft. Whither the firſt Was not 
done. by the firſt: Authors of 'Prote- 
tant Religion; and the ſecond done; ' 
and-{till continued by their followers? 
or if the firſt Authours of Proteſtant 
Religion received thoſe pointsoftheir 
doarine from anv viſible Church in 
the whole world which exiſted imme- 
diately: beforetheir relinquiſhing' the 
Roman dodarine ,let that Church be 
produced, and named. | 

10. Durſt, Secing Proteſtants af 
firme,thatthe Roman Church isinfeR- 
ed with errours in Faith, which they 
pretend to have purged in their:Refor- 
mation, I demand that it be evidenced; 


Ren any of theſe pretended errors 


begun 
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{E oo 
begun tobe publickly raught &praQti. 
Ted our of ſome approvedAuthours of 
any age, whoafhrm, thatthe pub'ick 
profeſſion of the ſaid errours begus 
in or abont#heir time. For ſccing they 


f were publickly practiſed through all 


Chriſtendom, itthat publick practiſe 
had ever begunin any agefincetheA- 
poſtles, it muſt have been raken notice 
| of: whereby their inſtances of con- 
ſumption in the Lungs , of a beard 


5 growing whire, 8c. are ſhewedro be 


nothing rothe purpoſe; becauſe they 
are either wholly (ecret,or inſcnfible, 
and no way publick and notorious, as 


{| theſe were, And ſecing Faith by S. 


| Paul. Epheſ.4.v.1.2.is taid tobe one, 
and reckoned up with the unity of 


| Godand Chriſt , and ſo muſt be per- 


fetly, one, how Proteſtanrs,and thoſe 
of the Roman Church can properly 
| be ſaidto have oxe Faith , when the 
 theonebclicves, what the other diſ- 
believes £ And as opinions contra-, 
F dicing EIT FO be ſaid Aa 
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be one opinion, howcan Faiths con« 
rradifting one-aftiother be ſaid.to be 
one Faith? neither is ic enough to ſay, 
that they are oze in that wherein they 
agree, forſo they will beezeonly in 
part, or partiaily, and notabſolutely 
andentircly: andas the leaſt difference 
deſtroyes the perfeRt unitic of God & 
Chriſt, ſo will ic do that of faith3 and 
though my opinion agree withthatof |. 
another in many things, but diſagrees | 
in many others from his,we can never. 
be {aid abſolutely (as it muſt be in 
fairh) to be of the lame , or one opi- 
nion. 
Queſt.11. Whither it be not agreat 
ar2ument , to induceany rationall in- 
diffrent man, to judge that the Pro- 
teſtant Authours are put to great 
Straits , and to deſperate acknow- 
ledgements , when being aſhamed of 
the firſt refuge of their beginners, in 
flying for the defence of their Succel- 
ſton to an inviſible Church.z and no 


 Elsofthe ſecond ,, in alleadging for } 


their 


I9 wy 

their predeceſſours-and continuance 
of the viſibilitie of rheir Church ; Be- 
rengarins, the Waldenfſes, Albigenles, 
Wicleffeſts, Huſſites , andother pu- 
blickly condemned hereticks ,-they 
_ confeſs , that they have now no other 
| means to ſave their viſible ſucceſſion, 
4 butby acknowledging,that they fuc- 
7. ceed tothe Church of Rome,and other 
{| Churches joyning with her againſt 
them iti all the points of difference 
 betwixtthem, and her; and fſoare en- 
forced to acknowledge her , andall 
thoſe who are united to her,tobertrme 
Churches of Chriſt and conſequently 
| tohold no fundamentall errourarall ; 
| &conſequent tothistoacknowledge,' 
that their firſt Authours & Churches, 
both in B»glazd and other countries, 
wronged the Church of Rome and 
thoſe others inſufferably, firſt, in con- 
_ demning them of Superſtition, Idola- 
 rrie, Antichriſtianiſme, &c: whichare 
 fundamenrall errours in Religion, and' 

F. deſtruRive of Salvation, Secondly 
B 2 upon ': 


20 
upon this pretext in deſtroying, burn» 
ing, and alienating ro ſecular ulcs (0 
many, thouſands, of rheir Churches, 


; Monaſteries, Towns,Cirties, Caſtles, | 


Villages. Thirdly in maſſacring and: | 
urtiog tocruell rorments and death, |. 

fb many Pricſts and Profeſlours of 
rhe Roman religion. Fourthly. in de- 
priving their Biſhops andClergic.men 
of thcic reſpeftive Church-govern- 
ments, dignitics , Seas, Bencfices and: 
Churches, and ſctring up others,they, 
yet living, in their places. Fifchly in 
m:kingirno leſs then high Treaſon, 
(which 1s yet 1a force) cither to be 
Pricſts,or to communicate with them: 
in many ſpirituall Church offices and 
Sacraments. Sixtkly incontinuing to 
this day, in a violent deroining of their 
Churches , benefices , dignities, and 
{pirituall fun&ions, from all thoſe of 
the Roman Profeſſion, and hoidiog 
them in th:ir own hands; and all this, 
becaule they maintain certain pre- 
tended crrours, which they now con: 
fcls 


ik 
feſs not to be fundamentall, nor de- 
ſtruQive of SaJvation; & conſequent- 
ly thar thoſe of the Roma" Church 
have ſuffered, and ill ſuffer all rhcſe 
_ intollerable injuries , for that which 
| eventheſe modern Authors acknow- 
| ledgeto be no more thena veniall or 


2 ſmall fin : for if ir were morrall , ir 


| would deſtroy Salvation, fo long as 
one willfully continues in it ; which 
they affirm, it does nor, 

- Further Sy this acknowledgement, 
theſe modern Proteſtant Authours 
muſt confeſs, that their former wri- 
ters, who were of acontraric mind, 
in charging the Church of Rome and 


} -thereſt with her, of ſuperſtition, and 


! Tdolatrie,&c. and allttolc, whothen 
| joyned with them, andall th-ir mo- 
dern Churches and Proteſters, both 
{. without and within'Zngland, who at 

1 this day hold ir as a poinr of their 
| faith, to accuſe the Church of Rome 


$. inthe ſame manner,” erre damnably 


againſt'Chriſtian Truth, and conſe- 
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quently are no true Churches of | 
Chriſt, For it cannot be leſlethena | 
damnableerrour to make ira point of | 


their faith, and religion, to condemne 


any one , much more all the viſible 


Churches of the Weſt,nay and of the | 
Eaſtcoo, and fo of whole Chriſten- | 
dom fort nine hundred years together, | 


of grievous ſuperſtition, when upon 


better examination, the DoRours of 
the ſame Proteſtant Church are com- } 


pelled by force of Truth to canteſs, 
chat choſe Churches -neitherare , nor 
ever were guilty of any of thoſe hor- 
riderrours, andatthe moſterre only 
venially and lighcly ; which hinder 

(1) Bivh them not, either ro be(1i) a 
(=, true Church of Chriſt, or 
um. 3. toobtain Salvation , even 
while; they molt conſtantly and-im- 
maveably maintain them; and accurſe 
all who willfully contradiQrhem, or 
condeane hem aserroneous. - 


x * 


And hence alſo ir follows. , that. 
ecins thoſs modern Pratcſtadt: ne J 
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thours and their partie, communicate 
in prayer and Sacraments, with the 
Presbyterians and Calviniſts , who 
accuſe the Church of Rome of Idola. 
trie, &c. (and ſopurit in fundamentall 
errour,) and acknowledge themſelves 
ro make one Church with them,muſt 
be guilty of deadly ſchiſme by thar 
communion and acknowledgement 
and conſequently ſo long as they con- 
rinue 1n that communion, arc es 
ble of Salvation. 
Queſt. r 2. Whether it be nat agreat 

argument of ſecuritie to thoſe who 

either are of the Roman Church, or 
convert themſelves to ir, that her ve” 
ry adverſaries after ſo many condem- 
nations of her to hold moſt grievous, 
and damnableerrours, dare hot now 
accule her to hold any errour deftru- 
Qive of ſalvation; ſo that the bclief of 
her doctrinein every point, their obe- 
dience to all her commands, the exer- 
cile of all her pradtiſes , heir prayiag 
to Saints, reverencing of holy]-:3ge<s, 
B 
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adoting of Chriſt as really and naty- 
rally preſent in the Sacrament , &c. 
conhiſt with ſalvation, And chough 
ſome ſay, though they 
my £4 deſtroy not ſalvation, yer 
ove cated 
181, they are dangerous 
points , and pradtiſcs, 
weakning the foundation , and en- 
dangering the deſtruction of ir in 
continuance of time; yet who ſecs nor, 
that it is more ſecure to hold areligi- 
on, which makes the foundation only 
weak, by their adverſaries confeſſion, 
then ro hold theirs, which che contra- 
rie party moſt conſtantly affirms to 
deſtroy quite , & raiſe the foundation 
of religion,and to make ſalvation, not 
only hard & in danger, bututterly im- 
poſhble, till it be deſerted. 
Queſt.13. Whither it be a likely 
thing,thar the c<iefeſt of the pretended 
errours in the Roman religion, con- 


tain any danger of looſing ſalvation, 
47 maintaining them, ſecing for this 


thouſand years, by the common con- 


fecſhon 
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| ſtendom, ſhould be dangerous and un« 
ſafe? or what reaſoncan be given,that 


| SO 
feſfion ofProteſtants themſelves, they 


have bcen univerſally believed and 


raiſed , as matters belonging ro 


1 Chriſtian faith and dutie, both by che 
i. Latinand Greek Church; and fo the 


bclicf and practiſe of them was the 


| common way; wherein Chriſtians. 


wereſaved z which if it were dange- 


! rous, what other ſofe way was there, 
| wherein Chriſtians might be ſaved; & 


yetcertainlie there was alwayes a ſafe 
way to Heaven: And what lik-lyhood 
is there , that the ſafe way (Fould be 


| wholly upknown and unprattiſed for 


ſo many hundred yearstogether, and. 


| the common known wzy, according 


to the full belief & ſetled perſwafton 
of all the viſible Churches of Chri- 


rhe Profeſſours of the doArine ofthe 


{5 Roman Church , ſhould be in an un- 
| ſafe,or dangerous way, before Prote- 


{t:nts begun ſceing they had none in 


| tholetimes , ro ſhew them, that they 
were in danger, 


Queſt, 
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'Queſt.14 Whither it have any ſhew |. 
of probibilitic,thar rhe ſaid preterided | 
errouts', though they raiſe notthe 
foundation of Chriſtian faith (as the 
fate Proteſtants confeſs) yet they may 
inrimecndanger- the raiſing and de- 
rucion of it, as they argue, ſeeing | 
thar after the univerſall belief of | 
them, for athouſand years together, | 
the foundation remains yet unde- 
ſtroyed and entire? For 
if athouſand years conti- 
| ' nuance of them hath 
ſtood with the integririe of the foun- 
dation,what appearance is there, that 
they will ever cauſe, or induce the de” 
ſtruQion of ir? 
Queſt-15. Further concerning this | 
Proteſtant diftintion of errours in | 
faith , fundamentall and not funda- 
menrall , I demand firt, whar they 
underſtand by fundamentall erronrs ? 
for if they mean any nicetic in ſpecus- 
Lition, or Theological{-difcourſe, ir | 
bclongsnot to'the knowledge of the 
wy Y 7 3. ONS EO Co 5.ce > + o HIS 
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- unleatned: cither therefore they muſt 
underſtand by a fundamental erronr; 
fuch anerrour in faith ,” as deſtroyes 
ſalvation howſoever that comes to 


"| pals, orthey ſay nothing to the pre- 


ſent purpoſe. This therefore ſuppoſed 
to:be their mcaning', I demand fe- 
condly aCatalogue, & preciſenumber 


ofthe fundamentall errours in fairh, 


that is, how many; & which arerhofe 
errours1n faith , which deſtroy ſalva. 
tion? for what helps ita Chriſtian to 
know, that there are ſuch deftrutive 
and damnablc errours,unleſs he know 
whether hc hold any ſuch errourhim- 
ſelf, orno « And how can he ever be 
certain of that, ſo long as he is ipno-' 
rant, which are fundamentall errours, 
which not ? If this Catalogue be re- 
fuſed , | demand at leaſt ſome evident 
means, or marks , to diſtinguiſh er- 
rours infairh, deſtruRive of ſalvation 
or dammable , from others conſiſtent 
with ſalvation, or veniall: which is 
neither to devy any of the Articles - 


p Ulie 


28 
comained in the three Creeds (as 
ſome: Proteſtants have thought;) for 
one of themputs theP roceſſion of the 
Holy Ghoſt from the Father and the 
Son ,the deniall of which they nei- 
therdo, nor can hold to be a funda- 
mentall exrour , unleſs they affirm the 
Greczan Church to ecrre fundamen- 
ta)ly,8& ſo denic it'to bea rrueChurch 
of Chriſt ; which. were quite againſt 
the faidProteſtants, ſeeing they main» 
tain the contrarie. Nor is the Creed 
ofthe Apoſtles alone a ſufficient rule 
to. determine tully, which are funda. 
mentall points, which not; both be. 
canſerhercare ſome things init, which 
(by reaſon of the lightneſs of the 
matter they contain,) come not by. 
far ſo near the radicall and primarie 
miſteries of Chriſtjan faith , as do 
many points controverted be:wixr 
Proteſtants and thoſe of the Roman 
Church, and therefore cannot with + 
agy, ſhew of rruth be tcrin+<d: funda- 
mentall by- Proreſtanrs , ſuch as are. 
a th 
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the circumſtances of cime & perſons; 
as that -our Saviour ſuffered: wader 
Pontins | Pilate , and no other juige , 
that hee roſe #he Third, and: no other 
day ;&c, And becaulc ſome points,ne- 

ceſſarieto the ſubfiſtence ot Chriſtian 
faith according to Proteſtants,arenot 
expreſly defined in hat Creedzas'thar 
the Holy Scriprures-are the; divine 
word of God , which is the'preciſe 
nutaber of the Books of Canonicall: 
Scripture; whither , there is'any write. - 
ren word of God,or no; or any Sacra.” 
ments , &c. ſo that a Chriſtian finds: 
nor all- fundameacall points.'of fairh' 
ſer down expreſly in the: Apoſtles: 
Creed. Neither is the Scripturea ſuf. 
ficient ruleto know which are;which' 
arenot fundamentall points. For there 
areathouſand,nay a million of Trucks 
expreſſed in Scriptures, which touch 


| not immediately the foundation of. 


faith, as Protcſtantstermirs and no- 
{mall number of points, according to 
them , fundamentall, which are not 
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expreſſed in Scripture, as thenumber 
of Canonicall Books, the entire in- 
corrupt puritie of the originall; inany 
copie,or copics, which is cometo the 


hands of Proteſtants, &c, which in. 


their. principles are ſuch points of 
faith, rhattrue faith, and conſequent+- 
ly lalvation, cannot be obtained with: 
out them, For if fole Scriprure, (as 
they affirme) be the tule of faith ; and 
all thar/is in Scripture is to be be- 
licved;and nothing to be believed, bur 
whats m Scripture, or evidently de- 
duced from it,feeing faith is necefſarie 
ro falvation,the determinate belief of 
all rhar is rrve Scripture, from which 
only (they ſay ) the true poinrs of 
faithare drawn, mult be neceſſaric to 
ſalvation, and ſo a fundamental! point 
of faith. 

Thirdly,I demand, how any Chri- 
ſtian can affirm , that the denyall of 
any point of fairh whatſoever , being 
ſufficiently propounded as ſuch, is con- 


fiſtent with ſalvation, ſceing all _ 
: C= 
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denyalls, or disbelicfs , includethis 
damnablc malice,of atcributing falfiry 
to that which is revealed by. God 
himſelf, as all points of faith are, how 
ſmallſa ever the matter be, ; which is 
revealedin them ; which appeats evi- 
dently in this example. S b:igh 
I ſuppoſe that this ſentence of Scri- 
pture, Ter#i4 die reſurget , he ſhall riſe 
again the rhird dey ,..is fufficiently-pro- 
pounded to any one , as a- point and 
| article of Chriſtian faith , as wellac- 
cording to the ſubſtance reſerget., that 
our Saviour ſhould riſe again , (which 
Proteſtants grant to be a fundamen« 
tall point) as the circumſtance of 
time, Tertiadie, the third day, Now 
ſuppoſe that ſome Chriſtian,co whom 
this whole fentence of Scripture is 
ſufficiently propounded, ſhould firme.' 
ly believe the ſubſtance , or myſterie 
of the reſurreRion, becauſe he eſteems 
it to be a fundamenrall point ,, but 
ſhould disbelieve the Preciſe circum «+ 
ſtance of time,that it was o»/y mo tht |. 
tir qe 
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ER third", and ey day y, I demiant 2; 

fig both the one and chootheanls 
propounded equally, as expreſly con-! 
rained inthat ſentence of- Holy Seri! 
pture,whicher he that diſbelieves thar 
the-reſurreion happened upon the! 
third day, and dyes in that belicf , car: 
be ſaved? 

Queſt. 16. Idemand farther, that | 
ſeeing, Paul, Hebr, 11:w. 1, ſays, that 
faitty is xavz0rs , the ſubſtance, or 
groaxd(as the Proteſtant Engliſh Bi-Y 
| dle of:a@nn0 1648, hath it) of things 
|| Hhopedfor.,, andis reckoned up bythe” 
141108 ſame Apoſtle Hebr; 6.v.1.2. amongſt 
thofe mhigs , which arecalled by him 
(i) baſis , the foundation, one of them 
lH. being Faithto God.) And the Apoſtle 

Wi Epheſ. 2. V,20, ſayes we are/built 
LH ini wy Hanly,, upon the foundation of 
(4 the Apoſtles and Prophets, which 
[{j|'' Row, according to Proteſtanrs,can be '. 
411008 nothing elſe fave the writings of the 
[if Prophets and Apoſtles in Holy Scri-: 
: || pane, {erwend, whither to ſay-thar- | 
= ſome 
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Y ſgine points of Fa/1b are not ſundemet 
"$ #41, or belonging to the foundation, be 
"Y fioras contrarte to. common ſenſe, a$ 
FN cofay , that fome ſtone in the founda- 
"8 tionofa building belongs not to the 
"8 foundation , or is not fundamen. 
eall? 
| Queſt, 35, Further IT demand, that 
ſeeing S.Pasl affirms in the fore cited 
place, Hebrews the 6. verſ. 2. that ey- 
- ing on of hands amongſt many other 
_ points,is the foundation; how Prote- 
ſtants yrs op; that (ſeeing the /ayi 
on of hana; is disbelieved and rejectet 
bychem inthe Sacrament of confir- 
mation , and by ſome inthe Admini- 
| ſtrationof Holy Orders, as a Popiſh 
| ſuperſtition) that ſuch Proteſtants dif- 
. | terre fundamentally, or inthe foun- 
\ dation from thoſe of the Roman 
| Church? or, if the laying on of hands 
| belong to the foundation , as S. Paul 
| | here affirmed , why anointing with 
. | oyle, mentioned by S. Zames , ſhould 
_ | notalſobea I point > of-.- > 
qd * 
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| 34 | 
why ; laying on. of hand, (being only, 


as Proteſtants eſteem it , aceremonie 
not Sacramentail) ſhould be. here 
termed. the foundation and the ſub- 


ſtaoce of the Euchariſt , which all } 


hold to be Sacramentall , and more 
then a meere ceremonie,ſhould not be 
fundamenrall? or laſtly, what reaſon 
rhereis to ſay. , that laying on of hands 


hath a nearer connexion.to the radi- 


c21l and prime myſteries of our faith, 
then. many other points cont:overted 
bet wixr Proteſt1nts and thoſe of the 
Roman Church ? 25G 

It is yet further demanded, ſecing 
Proteſtants affirme , thar the whole 
viſible Carholick Church may erre 
inthe definitioa of points of faith not 
fundamenrall; and ſceing they affirm, 


$ 


4 
: 
_” 
N 
[ 


that the points in difference bertwixt. ! 


us, are not fundamentall,. and-ſo nor 
neceſſaric to ſalvation; & laftly.Secing 
they «ffirm alſo , that the Scriptures 
may be obſcure in points not neceſ> 
farie to ſalvation, by what means can 
they 


\ 
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they ever think to convince the R09- 
man Church of errour in theſe points 
of difference betwixtthem and her > 

Queſt. 19. Sceing alſo, that every 
point of faith is a-divine truth pro- 
ceeding from the Revelation of God, 
and to be believed (as I ſuppoſe for 
the preſent with the common conſent 
of Proteſtants) with an infallible 
aſſent of faith , if the univerſall viſible 
Church may erre, and the Scriptures 
may be obſcure as is generally affirm- 
ed by our adverſaries in/points of faith 
not fundamentall , how ſhall ſuch 
points 2sSare in controverſie betwixr 
us, and are accounted by Proteſtants 
not fundamenrall, or not neceſlarie to 


ſalvation, be diſcerned to be points: 


of faith? or how agrecd this modern 
Proteſtant doctrive of. no difference 
betwixt us in points neceflary to fal- 
vation , with that of their beginners, 
and more ancient Predeceflours, who 
taughe that the Scriprures were clear 


only inall points neccflary to ſalva» ./ 
tip _ 
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36 
tion, and upon that pretext, both af- 
firmed that ourdodtrin's againſt them, 
were Clearly convinced of falſhood 
by theauthority of fole Scripture,and 
allowed all lay people promiſcuoufly 
to read them, as being clear tothem 
in all the points Controverfed be- 
twixt us ? for this manifeſtly ſup- 
ſes , thatthey were held by thoſe 
beginners to be points of faith ne- 
ceflary to ſalvation , or fundamen- 
talls: or what means isthere to be- 
lieve them as points of faith , feeing 
they can never be believed infallibly 
vponthe Churches authoritic by rea- 
ſon of her pretended fallibilitie in 
them z nor exprefly for the authoritie 
of Scripture by reaſon of its obſcurity 
in thedclivery of them , according to 

the principles of Proteſtants ? 

Queſt. 20. I demand further, if the 
whole viſible Church may erre,inthe 


definition of any point of fairh what- 


ſocver, that errour muſt cither pro- 
cecd from ignorance & want of light, 
G1 | Or 


- 
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or from malice and want of vertne or 
200dnefs : not the ſecond , for then 
the whole viſible Church of Chtiſt 
ſhould not be Santa, Holy , as itis be- 
lieved to be in our Creed , and deſcri- 
bed in the Scriptures , but ſhould be- 
come a Harlot & abominable willfull 
deceiver of the world, and a ſeducer 
of Nations in teaching , contraric 
tothe known truth: not the firſt, for 
if ſhe could erre our of ignorance, to 


what purpoſe do Proteſtants appeal 


to her determination ina lawfull ge- 
nerall Councell, in any of the points 
in difference berwixt them and thoſe 
ofthe Roman Church,feeing ſhe may 
through ignorance crre 1n the deter- 


mination of them, as being not funda» 


menrall, according to them. 

Neither canit beſaid , that, nor. 
withſtanding the whole viſible 
Churches fallibility tn points not 
fundamentall , nay though it ſhould ' 
aQually crre,and that errour ſhould be 
evidently diſcovered , yet even thoſe 
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8 
who had thus evidently diſcovered 

the ſaid crrours , were to conform 

themſelves tothoſe erroneous defini- 

rions of a generall Councell. For if 
tis conformity be underſtood of an 

internall conformity in judgement, it 
is wholly impoſſible, {: eing that wee 
to judge the ſamething ro be rrue,and 

not true,at the ſame time,and to judge 
againſt anevident knowledge:and if it 
be underſtocd of an externall confor- 
miry and profeſſion only, it were ma- 
nifeſtly impions and high hipocrifie, 
in reſiſting the known truth , and pro- 
fcſſing to believe thar as a divine 
Truth revealed by Almighty God, 
which they evidently know to be a 
molt fille errour in fairh. Secondly , 
if one were to ſubſcribe & externally 
to conform himſclf ro the defini- 
tions of lawfull generall Councells, 
which one perſwades himſelf, he evi. 
dently knows to be erroneous, till an- 
other Councell be aſſembled ro cor- 
ret them , why did not Proteſtants | 
mics afford 


|  \ a 

afford this externall conformity tothe 
definition; of che Generall Councell 
of Florence, of Lateran,and to the fe- 
cond Councell of Nice, (to omit 0+ 
thers) rill ſome other lawfull genecall 
Councell came to correct their pre- 
rended errours, they having no other 
reaſon to rejeRt the authority of the 
ſaid Councells, then that they define 
many things 2gainſt the Proteſtant. 
dodtine, Thirdly, ſceing it was never 

yet ſeen, ncr can beever © made Mmant- 

feſt, char any lawful geaerall Coun- 

cell revoked any definition in mirrer 

of faith, of any former'lawfull gene- 

rall Councell , what hope is there, 
that they ſha!l now beginto do, what 
was never done before them? Fobrch- 
ly, if it were ſu>o>led, that any ſuch 
revocatorie definition ſhould iſſue 

ftronthem, thar party , whole do- 

Arine ſhould be condemned. by ſuch 
revocations, would accuſe that Coun- 
cell of errour,as muchas the contrary 


party accuſed the i Councell of 
4. 


errour 
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errour in defiging againſt them z and 
ſo the controyerſte would remain as 
indetetmined as it was before: neither 
would it be poſſible ever todetermine 


 itfully by a generall Councell; for the 


party condemned would ſtill expet 
another Councellto revoke that defi. 
nition; which ſeems to him evidently 
erroneous; and ſo there wonld be no 
end of new determinations and revoe 
cations 7% infinitum. 

Yer further , ſeeing lawfull ge- 
nerall Councells do not only ob- 
lige, even under pain of Anathemz.or 
being accurled and excommunicated, 
all Chriſtians eo believe and profeſs 
the dodrine which they teach them, 
notonly ro be true and free from er- 
rour, but to be divine Truth, revealed 
by God himſelf, if they ſhould crrein 
any ſuch definition, they muſt make 


God the Authour of errour and un» 


truth, which quite deſtroyes the vera- 
City of God , and conſequently over» 
throws the main and primary founda- 
(100 
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tionof Chriſtian faith , 3nd rherefore 
muſt neceſſarily be held to includea 
fundamentall crrour ; ſo impoſſible 
and implicatorie a thing it is, for them 
toerre in matter of faith , and not to 
erre fundamentally, Foreither that 
erring Councell muſt define ſome 
poſitive crrour, or that which God 
never revealed, to be revealed from 
| God, orthat ſomerrue revelation of 
God isancrrourz both which contain 
no leſs malice then this , ## meke God a 
tyar, © 
Queſt.21. Secing S. Pawl, Epheſe4- 
V-14. affirms, that our Saviour had 
appointed Paſtours and Teachers, till 
the day of judgement, as a means to 
preſerve Chriſtian people from being 
carried about with every wind of 
doQtine , theſe words every wind of 
| Aoftrine cannot be underſtood disjun- 

Qaively ; for then if thoſe Paſtours 

| preſerved them from being ſeduced 
! in one only point of Chriſtian do- 

| Grine, K would not be true , that they 
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preſerved them from being carried 
abour with every mindof doctrine; bur 
they muſt be underſtood conjunQive- 
ly, chatis , that they preſerve them. 
from being carried away with any 
wind of dottrine whatſoever, which 
ſhould chance to be buzzed into their 
ears by falfe Teachers, Now ſeeing 
ſuch winds of erroncous duQrine are 
raiſcd as well in points, which Prote- 
ſtants account not fundameatall as in 
fundamenralls , the-meaning of the 
Apoſtle muſt be ,-that by means of 
thoſe Paſtours Chriſtians be preſer- 
ved from following any errour in 
faith , whither it be fundamencallor 
nor fundamenrtall , and conſequently 
that they can aſl .redly dire rhem,ro 
i eſchewall errours in faith;which they 
|! - couldnotdo, if they themſclves were 
i ſubj-R core 1ch them any errour., or 
ſeduce tnem by any wand of dotrine 
whatſoever. 
Secing alſothar S. Paulin the ſame 
place, Epheſians the 4. v.10. tells Ws 
nat 
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that the ſaid Paſtours are to conſum- 
mate the Sairts, andtobuild up the 
myſticall Body of Chriſt, I demand, 
whirher the Apoſitle by theſs words 
m:ke not thoſe Paſtours, able to (c- 
cure Chriſtian people from crrour , 
not only in the foundariou (as Prote- 
ſ}ants term it) bur in ſuperſtrucur.s 
alſo.; for otherwiſe they would bave 
been inftitured by our Saviour only to 
found his myſticallBody theChuich, 
bur n1tto build itup, and to Sround, 
or initiate the Saints, but not to can- 
ſummare them. 
{ Queſt. 22. If it ſhould be anſwered, 
that theſe and ſuch like promiſes , or - 
inſtitutions of Chriſt, are only condi» | 
tionall , that is*rvly intended on his 
part, bur yet may be fruſtrated by the 
malice of ſuch as corrreſpond not to 
his intention and therefore, though 
he intended that cheſePaſtours ſhould 
performe the ſaid offices in the 


| Church, yet that it involved this con- 


dition , if they were not wanting on. 
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theirparts, but by their failing the in- | 
fticorion of Chrilt is made fruſtrate 
and of noeffeR; 
I anſwer to this prophane and un- 
chriſtian objection, firſt, that if Chriſts 
promiles and inſtitutions be thus incf-' 
ficacious and conditionall , that not- 
withftanding all rhe promiſes , that 
Chriſt hath made for the preſervation | 
of his Church , yct by the malice of | 
Chriſtians,or others,the whole Chri- | 
ftian Church may utterly faile and 
come to nothing z Secondly that it 
may crre even in fundamentall points 
fcontrarie to the dodrine of Prote- 
ftants) and ſo become a Synagogue of 
Satan. Thirdly , that the ancient pro- 
miſes,of the coming of the Mefhas,of 
the redemption of mankind , of the 
favitg of ſome at the laſt judgement, 
&c. have no abſolute certainty in 
them , and fo by the malice of men 
mizht have been , or may be fru- 
ftrared. Fourthly, that by this there is 
no Certain credit to be given to any 
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45 
promiſe , or inſtitution of God or 


| Chriſt , in the whole old or new Tc- 


tament. For athouſand differcar corr 
ditions may þc invented , which nog 
being performed, or pur, the prediQi- 
on fails: thus one may ſay, (upon the 
like grounds) thar as the promiſes of 
benefits , or bleſſings , might be hin- 
dred by the malice and demetrirs of 


wicked perfons , fo the Threats and 
| Thundrings of puniſhments upon fin- 
| ners , May be hindred bythe vertues 


and good works of Saints:and becauſe 
we have no rule toknow, what pro- 
portion of goodneſs or malice is ſuf. 
ficient to fruſtrate ſuch prediions , 
we reman wholly uncertain, whither 


they ſhall be abſolutely verified , or 


no, unleſs therefore this principle be 
ſetled, that all divine inſtirutions and 
preditions , are to be held abſolute, 


and never to be fruſtrated»whenſoever 


iris not evidently apparent, that they 
are conditionall, and may be hindred, 
there can be no certainty , that any in- 
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ſtirution , or prediction tn the whole 
Scripture ſhall be abſolutely fullfilled. 
Secing therefore it is not evident, that 
this 1nitirution Epbeſians the 4. &c.and 
others of the ſame nature concerning 
the Church,are conditionall, they are 
ro be ſuppoled to be abſolute, and not 
to be fruſtraced by any malice ofmen 
whatſoever. Fifthly , no Proteſtant, 
who holds the whole viſible Church 
cannot periſh 
prove willfull Seducers , can apply 


. this anſwer tothe Text now cited, viz. 


Epbeſiaus 4. &Cc. for if itbe hindred 
by the malice of the (aid Paſtours, 


they muſt with joint conſent mali- 
ciovfly and whtingls teach falie do». 


Qrine ro; be the docrine of Chriſt, 
which were to teach fundamentall er- 


rours,, andto fall of from Chriſt. If. 


this ſolution may paſs for curtent, 


who can be certainly aſſured , that. 


there is any true Church of Chriſt, 
viſible or inviſible,exiſtent now inthe 
world : forall the promiſes, concern- 


nor all her Paſtours | : 


—_— 


ing 


ing the continuance of itto the worlds 
end, may be as well ſaid :o0 be as well 


conditional & fruftrable by the ma» 
lice of m:n,as thisEpheſians the 4:&c. 
and who knows, that the ſaid malice 
js notalready grown to that. height, 
that it hath deſerved thatGod ſhould 
rake his true Church quite out of the 
world ; and fo that there is now no 


_ rrue: Church ar all exiſtent in the 
| whole world, 


Queſt. 23 Whither it be notevi- 
dent,that unlearned Proteſtants;"who 
cannot determine differences.i in reli- 
gion; either by force of argument, or 
places of Scriprure, bur muſt wholly 
depend , inthe choice of their faith, 


, upon the authority and credit of Chri.. 


ſtian Teachers , are not obliged+in 
conſcience to preferre that authority 
and credibility of DoRours, before all 
others, which all circumſtances con» 
fidered , is abſolutely and pnqueſtio- 
nably the greater authority, 

TT. ys Whither that authority 
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of Dotours, where choſe of one fide- 
arc equallac leaft , if not exceeding }| 
them ofthe contraric party, in learn. | 
_ ing, wiſedome, zeal, finceriry,vertue, | 

fanirie , and all other qualities and * 
perfecions, which conferre to the ac- 
compliſhment of compleat authority 
ina Chriſtiana Teacher, and with this 

Wile. equality incomparably exceed the 
11,78 Dodtours of the other party innum« 
1 ber, isnot inall prudence tobe jud- 
aed abſolutely & unqueſtionably rhe 
greatcrauthority e - 

- 'Queſt.25. Whither this equality art 

leaſt, inall the ſaid perfeRians, is not 

ro be found inthe Roman DoRours, 


compared with thoſe of . Prote. 
[Mt ſtants? K | 
Ts | Qieſt 26, Whither with this fore- 
FN, mentioned equalizing the Proteſtanc 
| Do@Rours , thoſe of the Roman. 
| Church, the many ycarsof their con- 


1M} -  tinuance,and univerſall extent of their 
Wi religion conſidered , exceed not. in- 
WA: comparably in number thoſe of the | ; 

[1] Potcſtant profeſſion? Queſt, 
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« Queſt; 27, Whirher, tiitequalt ty 
"in perfedions & incomparable exceſs 
in number conſidered ,; all unlearned, 
Proteſtants are not obliged, both-iny 
prudence and conſcience ,.to preferre © 
the authoriry of the Roman DoRours 
beforethar of Proteſtants, arid conſe- 
quently to follow the Romangand de- 
ferr theProteſtant dorine?: + ++ | 
- Queſt. 28. Whither upon the fore- 
ſaid confiderations, the authority of 
the Proteſtant Dodtours, i in all things 
whereinchey contradiat theRoman;, 
is not contemptibile ., and- unable to 
{way the judgement of aoy prudent 
Chriſtian,to frame any moralleſteem 
of it : for chough i in matters, whereih 
they arc cither ſeconded , or not con= 
tradiced, by an zuthority incompara- 
bly greaterthentheir own ,'theymay 
deſervedly be eſteemed, for tliciraa= 

tutall- abilities and motall -qQualitics 
worthy of credit ,- yer! in all:things | 
whdrein they ſtand inoppoſition, and 
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_ they ſay , 
- beſaved, living and dying willfully in . 
their religion, they deſcrye no credit 


"0 5 
! 4 : 1 th, 
"comparably « .cerding theirs., they! 


deſerve nothing but to be (lighted & 
contemned by all thoſe , whoareto 
be led by the ſole force of authority. 
Thus when Proteſtant DoRours af. . 
firm,that cither Scriptures or Fathers 
areforthem, and againſt the Roman 
Church , what they ſay in this1s not 
to be regarded , ſecing the authoritie 
of the Reman DoRours , abſolutely 
greater thenthcirs, unanimouſly at- 
firms the quite contrary. Thus when 
they affirm that the Roman Church is 
full of errours, and ſuperſtitions crept 
in they know neither when nor how, 
their accuſation is to be (lighted, being 
clearly and conſtantly contradicted 
by a far greater authority. Thus 
that Proteſtants may 


at all , for the quite contrary iyr.oft 
conſtanily defended by the incompa- 
rably: ſtronger authoritie of che Ro- 
man Deo@ours : and the like 3s to be 
SOT affirmed 


= 


2 | 1% "4x 
affirmedin ili che-poiats ofdifferedcs RF 
berwixt the two Religions, So that a 
Proteſtant 1s not ro confider the abili, 
ties & authority of his Docours ab- _ 
ſfolutely , or in matters out of contro» 
verſie , but 2s contradiRing ah autho- - 
rity acomparably exceeding theirs, in- 
which contradictionthey deicrve nci- 
ther credir nor cſteem. 
|  Queſt.29, Idemand further,that if - 
the authofiitic of all rhe DoRours of 
the whole body of Proteſtants , be ſo 
inconſiderable, in compariſon with 
that of theRoman DoRours ., how 
much leſs will be the authoritie of any 
one ſet, or patty of rhetn 5; and'then 
how minute and ſcarce perceptible 
will be the authoricie of a Zawa', an 
Hammond, a Chillingworth ,a Fern,a 
Bramball, a Taylor, &c. which now 
« obtain ſo powerfull an Aſcendanr,up« 
on the hearts of our niodern lay Pro- 
tcſtants, ſeeing they are in a manner 
nothing in-reſpeRot the authoritic of 
the Roman _ FOCI EE Te. 
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Queſt.zo. All this is demanded, 
ſuppoſing that the Roman Doctours 
were only cquall to thoſe 'of Prote= 
ſtants in all the forenamed qualities , 
conducing to the perfect authoritie of. 
a Maſter. in Chriſtianity : But now I 
demand, whether thoſe, who have au- 
thoritie of Teacbing in the Roman 
Church , generally fpeaking , info 
muchas can be prudently. dedicedby 
expericfticefrom:them, arenormuch 
excelling the Proteſtaht mityſtrie ih 


all the ſaid qualities'? 


What Councells havei/they worth 
the mentioning: in compariſon with 
the; generall®Councclls: conſenting 
with the prefent Roman Church, 


(eveniaecording to their ownconfeſ- 


Gon)53 theſecond:of Nice jthepreat 
Councell of Lateran,the Councell of 
Conſtance,Florcnce & Trent, where- 
ia {ach multitudes of learned'men, 8& 
Holy Patriarchs , Metropolitanes, 
Archbiſhops, Biſhops, Dofours,Pre- 
lates , both of che Eaſtern: and We- 
| #1 ſera 


” aw > 


T3 
ſternChurches unanimouſly cb0f rm- 
'edthe Romane, and condemned the 
Proteſtant doQrine 2 

What proofs of learning have the 
Proteſtant miniſtry , comparable to 
thoſe of the RomanDoRours, where- 
of many have written 9c, no ſmall 
number iwo, others three and four, 
others ſix,cighr, ten,zwelve,and ſome 
twenty & four and twenty great Tomes 
in Folio , and thoſe repleniſhed in the - 
generall repute of Chriſtendom, even - 
amongſt Proteſtants alſo , with pro- 
found and high 1carning ? 

Whoamongſ their miniſtrie have 
they, who have obtained the univer- 
ſall eſteem of ſanRtitie , as hath our 
Gregorie, Beda, Thomas , Bonaventare, 
' eAntonine , Dominicke , and diverſe 
others. 

Where find they amongſt theirs 
that'zcal , to paſs into rhe heart of ſo 
_y ybarbarous and heathen Nations 
== Goſpell , even with the 

frgoing of unheard-of rorments, 
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54 
.8nd ſuffering moſt cruell Martyr- 
doms, as many of the Roman Clergie 
have done within theſe late years? ler 
them name bur qnc ſoleMiniſter, who 


| bath ſuffered Martyrdom for preach- 


ng Chriſtian faith cothe Pagans. 
What megns have the Proteſtant 
Miniſtry,with their wives, goods and 
families, to apply themſelves toſtudy 
and devotion , comparable to qur 


fingle Clergic, and retired religious. 


Where is that unanimous conſent 
in all paints of faith (ſeeing they are 
perpetually jarring , not onely one 


with another , but the ſame Miniſters. 


difſenting notoriouſly now , from 
what they taught twenty years ago) 
amonglt them , compared tothe con- 


Raney and agreement of our Do-' 


tours ? | | 
What Miraclcs have any of their 


| Miniſtry ever dane I in confirmation, | 


either of their doQrine againſt the 
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Popan Church, orof the Chriſtian 
Cl. 


_  deferve rheefleem, Ifay net only of 
' ving and contemptible an authority, 


who ſo incomparably outſtrip.rhem, 


Proteſtancy , in preferring their fole 


55 
mane faith be infringed) many of ours 
have done , borh againſt them an 
hearhens? | 
T could inſtance in many more par= 
ticulars, but theſe 'may (uffice for theſe 
ſhort demands. Whence appears evi- 
dently,that whoſoever profeſlcs tobe 
led by the (ole authority of Chrifti. 
avDo:tours, and Paſtours, muſt c ither 


an unchriſtian, but even of an impry- 
dent man, if he adhere to ſo undeſcr- 


as is thzt of the Proteſtant Miniſtry in 
compariſon of the Romin Doctours, 


not only in multirude-, but 1n all the, 
wotivesand perfeftions, which give 
credit to the authority of a Chriſtian 
Teicher, Eh 

| Queſt, 31, Whether hence be-not 
evidently diſcovered, not only the in- 
ſufferable pride of Luther, and the o- . 
ther originall beginners of any Se iq 
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-amthority before that of the Prelates | 


and  Do&ours. of all the viſible 
Churches in Chriſtendom-, exiſtent 
when they begun firſt ro preach their 
dodrine, but the extream madneſle of 
all the ignorant laitry , who followed 
them , upontheir ſol eauthority , agd 
preferred one fingle perſon upon his 
bare word, (withont any extraordina- 
ry fignes or manifcſt proofs from hea- 
ven atteſt ing his authority) before all 
the Doours, Prelates, Councells, 
Churches within the precin&s of 
Chriſtendom , bath of that preſent 
time and for nine hundred years he- 
fore? and if thoſe were infeſted with 
ſo deepa frenefie,how can any man be 
judged delſervedly diſcreet and pru- 


dent, who approves of their proceed- 


ings in this particular, and ſides with 
them , (ar leaſt in ſome article or 0+ 
ther) in the oppoſition of the whole 
Chriſtian world,as all Proteſtants do, 
eyen to this day, 

- 9ucſt.z2zHence 1 farther demand, 
fi DOT 6 thax 


57 
that-ſceing on one fide the true Chri- 
ſtianreligion, having the divine wiſ- 
dome for its authour, cannot admit of 
any thing imprudent, as properly be- 
Jonging to it,in the choice of it:and on 
4 the other, that the Proreſtantreligion, 
or any {e& whatſoever ſprung from 
it,orexiſtent in it,cannot be prudently 
cholen, by any unlearned perſon, who 
- is ſufficiently informed of the nullity 
of that authority which propounds it, 
compared with the authority pro- 
pounding the Roman religion ; whe- 
ther I ſay, thoſe particulars conſider. 
ed, the Proteſtant religion , in any 
ſe of it wharſoever, can be eſteemed 
thecrue Chriſtian rclizion © 

Queſt. 33. Hence, I prefle farther, 
whether the proving that Proteſtant 
religion cannot be prudently cho- 
ſen, or retayned, by any unlearned 
perſons , , who are ſufficiently ins» 
formed, of the eminent authority pro» 
pounding the Roman religion,is nota , ! 
ſufficient argument tothem, Ys F 
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58 | 
ſ:R zmongſt them in any point where 
10 it d:ffcrs from the Roman, hah ei- 
ther any folid ground in the holyScri- 
prures, or truc relation to Gods holy 
Spint, or coherence with true reaſon; 
{ceinga religion , which cannot by 
them be choſen prodently , cannot 
poſſibly proceed fiom any of theſe 
three 5 whatſoever fiir ſhow Prote- 
Aanrs,exch reſpe ively to his ſeverall 
{:>,mzke vain'y of them. 

Queſt. 34- And upon this.I demand 
yet farther, whether the Roman Da- 
tours have any obligation to urge 
any other argument then this, cither 
from Scripiuce,, Fathers, or reaſon a- 
eainſt Proteſtanrs , rift they have 
cl:ared their religion from the im- 
p=achmenr of imprudence, commir. 
tcd by chetr followers in the eleRion 
of ir,or perfiſting inir,as is a fore deela- 
red. 

"Queſt. 35, Onthe contrary fi fi de, I 
d:mand whether the Roman Do- 


Nous have any obligation in rigonr 


of 


9 
of diſpute,touſe any other argument, 


for perſwading unlcarned perſons, to 
deſert the Proteſtant,and imbrace the 


Roman religion, then this of impru- 
dence in adhering to the Proteſtant , 
and of prudence in uniting themſelves 
rothe Roman Church, ſo lang asthe 


ſaid unlearned Proteſtants, periwade - 


themſelves , thatthey proceed pru- 
dently in preferring their ownhefore 
the Roman, Secing this errancous 


perſwaſion is the firſt ſtep which muſt 


be redieſſedrelinquiſhing theone3and 
the contrary perſwaſion, the firſt ſtep 


which muſt be fixed, inapproaching 
'totheother. Now when unlearned 


Proreltants once confeſs that they are 
convinced inthis, and thereupon res 


cede fromProreſtancy,but obje&thar 
the prudentiall motives to- preferre 
the Ruman religion before rhe P1o- . 


teſtant,as they convince that the Pro- 
reſtant is wholly improbable , and ſo 
to be deſerted , ſo they convince no 
more thenthar the Romanis proba- 
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a Hble;andſoisin greatlikelyhood tobe 


the true religion , bur convince not, 


thatit is ſo muchas morally certain ?_ 


to Proteſtants brought thus far, there 
1san obligarion put upon Roman Do. 
Routs , to prove atleaſtthe morall 
certainty of it;to ſuchas acknowledge 
that itis morally certain that the Ro- 
-man religion , is the ſole true ſaving 
religion, but deny, notwithſtanding , 
that itthereby follows that it is falli- 


bly certain ; rifes an obligation to 
| prove, thar it is alſo infallibly certain, 


and when one is once convinced of 
this alſo ,but yet doubrs whether this 
infallibility be divine;and ſo rhe high. 
eſt ofall infallibilitics , there will be 
alſo an obligation to ſhew tro ſuch as 
are brought on fo far, the moſt high 
divine infallibility of the Roman reli. 
gion. Hence therefore I demand, 
whether our late Proteſtants,and So- 
ciniatis, proceed nor prepoſterouſlly, 


' andunreaſonably, in preſſing Roman 


Do@ques; ro demonſtrate the divine 


__  _ aca fag was 
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G1 
infallbllity ofthe truth of theRowliti 
religion. , before- rhey themſelves 
grant, that it iscirher infallible i any 
degrec, or morally certain, or proba* 


ble;or prudentiall, For though it'be - 


neceſlary , to prove all theſeparticu» 


lars in their due circumſtances ;"Yyet 


there is no neceſſity, to prove 'tlietn 
all at.once to every adverſary, butby 
degrees the onic in order after 'the ©: 


 ther,with correſpondence, towhit of 
y 
3 


tham'is denied, or called in 
by thoſe with whomwe treat,forthus 
«A proceed orderly, and logically 4 
notioribus , ad ignotiora, and hol z 
Cs wich natare, by'pro 
ceeding, ab imperfettiouibus , 'alperf 
Ziora,ftill obſerving the Rop;or pro/ 
grefle of our adverſary , and {till ft6p- 
ping, and goivg forward along with 
him. - And if this methode had been 
ftrialy held by our late controvers 
riſts,rhe Wes my had been 
Rk long e this, 
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_dle;andſois in greatlikelyhood tobe 
the true religion , bur convince not, 
tharit is ſo muchas morally certain ?_ 
to Proteſtants brought thus far, there 
1san obligarion put upon Roman Do. 


— ours , to prove at leaſtthe morall 
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certainty of it;to ſuch as acknowledge 
that itis morally certain that the Ro- 
-man religion , is the ſole true ſaving 
religion, but deny, notwithſtanding , 
that icthereby follows that it is falli- 
_ 'bly certain ; riſes an obligation co 
- prove, that it is alſo infallibly certain, 
and when one is once convinced of 
this alſo ,but yet doubrs whether this 
infallibility be divine,and ſo the high. 
_eſtofall infallibilitics , there will be 
alſo an obligation to ſhew ro ſuch as 
are brought on ſo far, the moſt high 
divine infallibility of the Roman reli. 
gion. Hence therefore I demand , 
whether our late Proteſtants,and So- 
ciniatis, procced nor prepoſteroully, 
| andunreaſonably, in prefling Roman 
ine 
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infallbJlity ofthe truth of theRowti 
\ | religion, before. they themſelves 
granc, that it iscither infallible in any 
degree, or morally certain, or proba* 
ble,or prudentiall, Fot thovgh it'be_ 
neceſſary , to prove all theſeparticu+ 
hrs in their duc circumſtances ;"yet- 
there is no neceſſity, to prove 'thiett 
all at once to every adverſary, biitby 
| degreesthe ojic in order after 'the'o: 
| ther,with correſpondence, towhitof 
tham'is denied, ortalled in queſtion 5 
by thoſe with whom wetreat,forthus 
weproceed orderly”, and logically 8 
notioribus , ad ienotiora, and" hold's 
_ correſpondence with natare,, byipro. 
ceeding, «6 imperjectiogubus ,* aAperfes 
Ziora,ftill obſerving the ſtop;orpro/ 
orefle of our adverſary , and{till ft6p- 
ping, and goivg forward along with 
him, - And if this methode had beent 
firialy held by our late controver- 
_ riſts. the adverſaries mouths had'been 
| Nopped long before this 
; - Qhieſti36,Secingthele demands ate. 
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W - OY 2briſtian fairh no mancan we 
: | Taved and that this ſaviog faith is one. 
=: only, and tharthis only taich.is infal-.. 
— lible, & divine : and moreover ſeeing! | 
1145 already ſhewed char every diffe- 
rence ,. in-any point of faith what- 
| {oever., makes a different faith andre- 
ne ligions and that amongſt all the diffe- 
rene religions, & beliefs, now-on foot 
In theſe parts of Chriſtendom , there 
1s none that (can! be prudently imbra- 
ced, (by ſuch as are inthe number of 
the unlearned,and yet are ſufficiently 
informed. abour. the force ofthe au- 
| thotity of thoſe; who teach. them) 
WA - faverhc Romap, and that noreligion 
. canberrue, which cannot be prudent» 
Mreced by ſuch unlearned per: | 
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